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" HIRELING,” EQUALITY, ETC.

The Southern States have an equal right with
the North to all the Territories of the Union, and
we would maintain it on every proper occasion,
There is nothing in the social or moral organi
zation of the hiveling States, which entitles them

had every morning |

——————————————————

DAILY NATIONAL ERA

THE FAMOUS CASE OF LORD STIRLING.
| We understand that the Press is beginning
| to take notice of this important case Ope
I more remarkable has rarely come before us;
[ and never, we believe, have we heard of one
' more deserving the sympathies of the People
of this country, both on account of the base-
ness of the efforta to falsify law and facte,
| and because there are really interests at stako
which might, and ought, to be made uvailable
| for the purpose of retrieving the bungling di-
| plomacy of 1818 in regard to the Fisberies.
Our readers may recollect that, in August of
| last year, some notice was drawn to the onso
| by the spnouncement that s compsny was

' formed for the purpose of trying the question |

i Courts, a8 to the right of Great |
Sl LA ¢ The ground | imposed & statement upon the editors of the

| New York Tribune, which they acoepted and

| Britain to the Fishery grounds.
' of this pretension was, that Lord Stirling sot-

of words sbout it, but the thing itself we will | royal, seisin or lawfal right over the whole.

not surrender — Richmond (Va.) Whig.
The hureling States! The Whig is compli-
mentary; but it betrays the real feoling enter-

‘ And this is perfectly true.

The Government of Eogland, although it
could not openly violate the sanotity of the

taioed by the Slaveholders towards the North- | law, nor deny the uct of the sovereigu made in

e States. “ Hircling States!” They are
oonsidered always in the marke!, ready to be
hired out to'the highest bidder. The South
holds the Administration with its patronage,
and hires the North to do servioe for it
eaid s chivalrous mediber from Kentucky, in
relation to the Nebraska Bill, “ wo don’t do
such work ourselves: wo oan hire plenty of
Northern men to work for us.” The general
ocaloulation is, that the Administration, with ite
patronage, is good for at least forty Northern
votes, in any emergency in which they may be
required by the South. The division of Ne-

wQ |

| oonformity with that law, sought, while hold-

ing Lord Stirling quiet under pretence of com-
promising with bim for his immense rights, by
underhand means, to undo what it bad vainly
sought to dafeat in open court.
|  They accordingly commeneced a illegal ac-
| tion against Lord Stirling by means of s treach-
| erous agent: which action ought to have been
! dismissed nt the onset, having been in open
| violstion of the law and pravtice of the British

| courts. And this was recontly declared to be
| illegal in the Houee of Lords. But the agita-

tion in the Canndas, subsequent to the estab-

braska into two Territories was a lucky thought: | lishment of Lord Stirling’s rightin 1831, was

it precisely doubled the offices to be filled. Two
Governors, two Seoretaries of State, six or ten
judges, attorneys, marshals, agents, &o. How
chances multiply for those disposed to please
the Administration at the expense of their con-
stituents !

Or, perhaps, the Whig eneers at the North-
ern States as hireling, busause the People there
hold that “ the laborer is worthy of his hire.”
The Whig is enamored of s system which au-
thorizes one man to extort the labor of another,
without pay, and sell him to boot, if it so
please him. An honorable system, this!
hireling labor here! The idea of paying wages,
of rendering to every man a fair equivalent for
his services, is decidedly vulgar. Trus nobility

consists in living upon the unpaid earnings of |

the poar.

Bat, there are other points in this brief par-
agraph from the Whig.

It misrepresents the question in controversy.
The question now is, not whether the North
and South have equal righta, but whether &
bargain or compaot, agreed to by the two sec-
tions, in relation to the Old Louisiana Territo-
ry, ahall be violated by the South, after it has
received its foll share of what was stipula-
ted? Whether the North, after having been
constrained by Southern influence to yield ita
principles and policy o fur as to sccept of that
Compromise, shall be swindled out of the con-
sideration which induced ite acceptance?

Under still another aspect the Whig misrep-
resents the Question. The real issue involves
the rights and interests of both North and

South, Positive enactment by Congress exclu. |
| Stirling. The ocase was argued before the

ding Slavery from Territories, applies to sll the
People of all the Statee. If the Southern man
osopot hold slaves in the Territories, neither
can the Northern. The restriction is not dis-
oriminating, althoagh it may subject to special
inoonvenienoce the few owoers of alaves who
might wish to settle with them in our Territo-
riee. The prohibition of Slavery in the frce
States is ubsoluts and without discrimination,

operating as well in relation to visiters and so- |

journers as citizens, although it may suhjeot to
inconvanience the fow persons from
alave States who desire to oarry their elaves

ing the slave trade in 1808 bore with particu-
lar weight upon thg interests of the class of
slavebolders, by cutting off their supplies of
from abroad; bat it was no invasion of
the equal rights of the South, for the sot was
general, applying without disorimination to all
Poople of all the States, prohibiting them
from engaging in or encouraging the slave

If the greatest good of the'greatest number
@hould be studied by Government, the mainte-
nance of the Misouri Compromise is & duty it
owes to the meawas of the People, in all sections,
Of the twenty.five millions of the People of the
United States, not more than two hundred and
fifiy shousand or three hundred thoussnd are
slaveholders.

‘Thase, with the fow persons directly depend-
ot upon them, might be benefited, peouniarily,
in @ vory limited degreo, by repealing the Com-

]
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lions of non-slavebolders in both sections, bo
wted? What thoy want is, Free Labor.
The oon-rlavebolders of the South rejoics when

Nu|

such that the judges of Scotlund, at the desire
| of the Government, tolerated this illegal action,
| for the purpose of giving the impression that
‘ the right had not been eatablished.
| To fally comprehend these points, those of
our readers who are curious for details must
| vopsult the able work of Mr. J. L. Hayes, now
| about to be républished. Every man ought to
| read and understand it. :
{ As, however, cur subsaribers may desire to
| have a few fucts on the oase, we will state some
| leading pointa; the mare so, a3 agents of Eng
land have been remarkably sotive in falsifying
| the truth, and in all their attacks have care.
fully ignored the judgments in Lord Stirling’s
| favor,
Woe shall divide what we have to say into
| two parts: the right of Lord Stirling to his
| title, and the right to his property. Of the
{ first, we, in this country, care nothing. We, of
| course, in courtesy ullow every man the nawme
| or distinotion to which he is entitlod in his own
country. But in this case it is necessary to
oonsider it, because it oannot well be separated
from the fact of legal right to the property.
Lord Stirling took up his title in 1825, having
been acknowledged and received according to
Scoteh forme by the assembled peers of Scot-
land, to whom his right was well known. Ho
has ever since #at and voted with them. When
the Crown of England began fo be afraid of
his establishing bis right to the British Prov-
inges, which had been granted by five charters
to his ancestor, and all confirmed by act of Par-
liament, it opensd an oppoeition in the Court
of Session against his right to the Earldom of

whole bemch of thirteen judges, who (Febru-
ary 9, 1830) unanimously sustained his right.
It subsequently came before the Lord Chancel-
lor of England, who likewise recognised hia
right. Tt was likewise dragged on a quibble
before the Courts of Quoen’s Bench and Com-
mon Pleas, which on each occasion sustained
the other jodgments. It likewise was recog-
nised by the King in Council, in August, 1831,
in 8 most formal manner. And finally, when
the illogal action, commenced in 1838, was
brought into the House of Lords, it was fioally

- | admitted before that tribunal—the highest in

Great Britain—and before which no man can
present himself, bearing & name or character
not recognised or established according to law.
Henee, on the point of title, there has not
been an instance on record in Great Britain,
of such ropeated and unanimous recognition.
The reader, surprised, will perhaps ask, Why,
then, this persevering opposition ? The answer
is simple enough ; and we give it in the words
used by many British Ministers—that “the
claims involved politionl consequences of such

moment, that the Government was afraid to
grapple with them.” This is the keyto the
whole mystery.

Now, as to the property. The Sootch law
requirea oortain forms to be gone throagh, be-
foro an heir can enter into possession of his
landa, snd the rights appertaining to them. All
these Lord Btirling falfilled. He obtained four
verdicts of Juries, of 15 men each—and finally,
after the last or special Jury, the King, Willinm
IV, ou a writ issusd from Chancery, gave him,
in the oastlo of Edinburgh, seisin or legal
possossion of all hia lands and rights. These
Iands comprise the whole of the Canadas, Nova
Seotia, &o, and the Fisheries. By that instru.
ment of seigin, the charters confirmed by sot
of Parliament booawe sgain the law of thoss
oountries, giviog the Provineas in fact, through
Lord Stirling's righta, entirely independent
of Government.

On the completion of that sot, on the 8th of
July, 1831, a great dinner was given to Lord
Stirling, in Edinborgh, st which Mr. Robert.
#on, advoeats, who had been Chancellor of the
last Jory, and is now Lord Robertson, Judge
of the Court of Sessions, addressed the Earl in
& oomplimentary speech, in which he remarked
that “ the law of Scotland had now dome for
him all that it oould do to invest him with his
rights,” &e.

We mnst, at this point, say a fow words in
regard to Scotch Juries on questions of heir-
ship. Wa have the testimony of many Judges
to their superiorily over the common Jary—
snd among them, Mr. Hayes gives that of »
' Judge wingularly hostile to Lord Stirling, on
nooonut of the © politionl character,” as he
chose to term it, of hisense. He quite ridiouled
inm—mlw.iamwhvh&lhlﬂ;hly
reapectable Juries in Lord Stirling's onse. The
roason is obvious. The common Jary, from in-
onpaaity or want of habit, is rarely able to
grasp the yalué of evidenos, snd takes ita oue
aftor the last speaker, or some obstinate follow
Juror; while in this system of Sootoh Jury,
wen of & differsnt stamp sit upon it As for
instenee, in all Lord Stirling's Juries, the ms-

Javor,

to a superiority over us. We don’t want a war | ually possessed in law, by acts judicial and

| Years before Lord Stirling came before the

| Jury were assembled and acted under the im-

jority were Advooates, writers to the Signet, or

Solicitors—the very men most capable of eift- |

ing doonmentary evidence; and through this
severs ordeal did Lord Stirling go, four times.
His onse is the more strengthened, as in the
case of the Title, by opposition ; for on the lat-
ter Juries, in particular, lawyers presented
themselves and sat on the Jury, who ‘intended
no favor to Lord Stirling, (the Crown law
yers watching the prooeedings,) and yet they
unanimously concurred in the verdicls in his

To deceive the publio on the importance of
these verdiots, (as the charaoter of these Juries
is ubknown out of Scotland,) the opponents of
Lord Stirling have had recourse to falsehoods.
For instance, some months ago, an Engliskman

ropeated in good faith, to the effeot that these
Juries nro nssembled by the macers of the
court, snd before this ‘“drunken tribunsl”
Lord Stirling went ! -
The reader will hear with surprise that
statement is & pure invention, Yet upon such
“fuocts ’ has the whole slanderous opposition of
agents of the British Government been based.

courte, the habit of employing macers to sum-
mon & Jury in the absence of a Judge, was
abolished by act of Parliament; and all his

proved and strict system instituted by the act
of 1821. We have for obvious reasons enlarged
upon this matter.

It was after “the Jaw had done all it could
do to invest Lord Stirling with his rights,” that
negotistions were opened with the British Gov-
ernment, They were chiefly characterized by
shufling and duplicity—their course was firat
interrupted by a forgery at the Colonisal Office
in London, the object of which was to get Lord
Stirling to & place from whioh he could be car-
ried away or kidnapped. The forgery was the
act of the Private Secretary of the Colonial
Minister, at the instigation of his chiefs. All
thess details, with letters and proofs, were pub-
lished by the eminent London publishers, Ridg-
way & Co., and again in Edinburgh in 1835,
Copies are in the Cupitol Library, and in Mr.
Peter Foroe’s and other collections.

The agitation in the Canadas, and the sots
of Lord Stirling in thwarting Government
schemes in ' Parlinment, were the cause of this
project to extinguish him quietly.

It was immediately after this had failed, that,
by gaining an agent of Lord Stirling, an ille-
gal action, in May, 1833, was commenoed
against bim, to give the impression, at home
and abroad, that his case was not settled!
The judges would not dismiss it. They wanted
to hold Lord Stirling’s hands, while they plun-
dered his lands and sought means to tranquillize
the Canadas.

In the mean time, & number of other docu-
ments camo up, snd 8 hoet of evidence and wit-
nesses, to strengthen the oase; and, finally, in
1887, & dooument was stolen from the Foreign
Office in Franoe, and sent to Lord Stirling, duly
certified.

The officers of State in Scotland, on inguiry,
recsived from Paris assurances of its genuine-
ness; and one of them thereupon congratulated
Lord Stirling’s counsel upon it. But some of
those gentlemen formed a plan for getting the
office closed to further identification of the
document, snd proposed charging it as a for-
gory ; trusting to their influence to get the pres-
ent witnesses and other proofs out of the way!

The plan was oarried out partially, and thus
originated the pretended charge of forgery, of
which Blackwood gave an entirely fictitious
socount, some three years ago. In point of
faot, we have reason to believe this charge was
marely got up to hide more effoctually the real
Colonial Office Forgery; for the docament
oharged as a forgery by Lord Stirling, consist-
od of seventeen lengthy writings, all in the hand-
writings of the parties who signed them. If
they had charged a mere forgery of signatares,
that might have been possible; but here, o
man was sobuslly charged with & decd that
was physically impossible, and which the united
testimony of witnesses for and against Lord
Stirling deolared would have defied & whole
aoadomy! Besides, it was in a foreign lan.
guage, and perfectly exact in the idioms and
expressions of the time, &0. Bat what is final:
Lord Stirling acoidentally discovered doocu-
mentary proof of its existence fifly years ago ;
and also an old English gentleman, who had
scen it at that time.

In short, we do not know sa instance of such
roitorated outrages, as the whole illegsl oppo.
sition to this established right has given rise to. |
The British Government, we understand, now |
indignantly denies that it had any hand in this
bad business. Bat did it not wink at it? Was |
it really deceived by the Crown sgenta, who had |
an interest of some two or three hundred thou.
ssnd dollare, to break up the case?

Lord Stirling not anly established his ease in
law, but every opposition strengthened him.
Why, then, persooute and rain » man, beoause
his rights are undeniable !

Now, in our view, this case involves two points
of importsnoo: 1st. As to the Fishery title,
which affects ns ; and, 2d, as to the violation of
law and solemn jodgmeonts in the person of
an individgal, which by every moral and hu.
man law affects sll other individusale who have
always rights to assort and maintain.

1. As to the Fishery question, it is cloar, by
the above mentioned faots, that we have boen
treating with a party (the British Government)
which for years has had no right or title to the
Fishing grounds; the same having been sol-
emnly conoeded by sn not of the British Sover-
eign, in the form Jof 8 ruyal not of soisin, issued
out of Chanoery in Sootiand, on the Sth Jaly,
1831, in consequence of the establishment of
the right of Lord Stirling to the same by the

————— e

laws of his country.
Sush Leing the faots, are we doing right in |
continuing o trest with the British Guvern.
moot 7 Will any of our countrymen blame us |
for snying, that we are bound by every prinoi- |
ple of honor to wet justly, whether it be to-
wards an individnal or s nation ; and that we
think, sinos Providence has pointed out a way
to repair the blunder eommitted by our states-
mon in 1818, that we ought to take advantage
of it? We oonsider it the more imperative no
to do, becanse the methdd, thus pointed out to
s, is one legal, and, we do not hesitate
to sy, praceful, for restoring our ruined flsher-
mon and our deolining Fishing towne to thet

sotivity snd prosperity to which they are %0
fally entitled,

2. As t0the violstion of law and judicial
aots, in the pereon of an individual: every free
man knows shat it is the scoumulation of in-
dividual wrongs that is the corrupt source of
national wrong. If u right in the individual

be injuricus to the community, the same can |

and should be removed, but never without com-
pensation. 1ln this instance, the individual has
repeatedly offered to aocept of moderate com-
pensstion ; but that hus been withbeld, simply
because & fow other individuals were envious
and fearful of the immensity of the rights ; and
because Lord Stirling “obstinately” refused
TO SHARE with the underlings of the Crown,
who had made him repeated propositions.

In coming over to this country, and sppeal-
ing to us, a8 an enlightened and liberal People,
at the very moment most anspicious in the
Fishery negotiation, we cannot believe that
Lord Stirling will have reason to regret the
step. He will find here more activity in sup-
porting right and dvnouncing wrong. As a
general rule, the “foet of the wicked are swift
to evil ;¥ while the woll disposed rarely show
either diligenoe, courage, or unanimity, in sus-
taining ghe persccuted. Hore it is ‘that the
bold few' trample upon, and, by their aotivity
snd unifed agtion, triumph over ‘individuals;
while the many, timid and oareless, shrug their
shoulders, sigh over the violation of rights and
justioe, or try to give credit to inconsistent
falsehoods, if they do not even approve them
by blaming the persecuted for a position from
which they could by no possibility escape.

We have to eay, in conclusion, that, in
making this statement of Lord Stirling’s psi-
tion, we have done 8o from pure, disinterested
motives, We have bad the pleasure of his ac-
quaintance and that of his family residing in
Washington, and we can bear testimony to
their perfect integrity and honorable bearing,
We think the country ought to be supplied with
the facts of the case. We therefore draw at.
tention to them, because we have reasons for
believing'that there has been much aotivity
‘displayed in preventing & consideration of the
case by the country, through the agency of the
Press. We have read all the attackes upon
Lord Stirling and his rights; and we do not
remember ever to have met with such an over-
whelming refutation of calumpy as that given
by Mr. Hayes in his ¢ Vindication.”

To the wild mesertions and elanders of the
opposition, he has not only refuted them by the
publication of the fuots—i. e, the sots royal,
judicial, and officisl, the verdiots and judg-
ments of courts, &o.—but Le demorstrates upon
irrefragable proof that crimes of the darkest
character have been committed, for the pur-
pose of destroying documentary evidence and
obliterating official proefs upon which the case
is based. §

Tae San Francisco Disastea.—The Court
of Inquiry upon this subject, now in seesion at
New York, (Major General Scott prosiding,) is
eliciting a minute history of great interest, but
of course develops no new leading facts.

For the National Era.
GERMANY AND ENGLAND—RO. 8.

I trust you have borne in mind the general
idea | started out with, to wit: a feeling of

complaint ot one-sided English reading, and
a to make Englmdm the prsﬁeou
- ooy cxpriocnd poie

I am to an i itician,
as mt maust have frequentl p::mred,
that in all efforte for reform, this eelf-same one-
ish reading has been the main ob-

BEES

this day, a8 it was to Jefferson's strict construo.
tion dootrine, and a2 it was to Jacksoo’s views
the ourrency, and to mauy other liberal
.. Nay, lot me ask you, very humbly, in-
and without the slightest desire to offend,
it has not been the stumbling block of
powerful in the United States,
hankered after Englieh notions of

. t? Where did ﬁlqE their bane-
snd special legislati where nine-

of their notions ! W;ui:hl:lﬁ, and is it
8 most grievous error, one
lead us astray oontinually, to take it
; that our Government qm from
and that it is like it; that,
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} have always read, with
mat trnkly

semompion, et

is the grest barrier to law reform | poli

of
ions, gave us & Government with fow | sarily follo

his articles with due attention, sad, following
up the ideas | have ‘ here-
@ brief hmm rl.ia Ger-

mapio institutions,

Much rather, howevor, would I see some
l.blxuzm than mine undertake this task ;
to n one | bespeak
tention.
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A oorrespondent of “the New York Commer-
cial Advertiser, writing from this city on the
8th instant, says: :

“ Mr. Everett has made to-day one of the
mest fascinating and splendid hes that he
éver made on oy subject. His viewa of the

uestion were considerate, calm, and practical.

he comparative merits of Siavery and Free-
dom did not come within the soope of his argu-
ment; nor was it necessary to take up that
topie, in order to reply to and refute the arjgu-
ments upon which Mr. Douglas hus placed his
proposition for the repeal of the Missouri Com-
promise.”

We are sorry that any friend of Mr. Everett
should find it nescssary to make such an apol-
ogy in his behalf to the people of the North.

there has been a coup-d étal in Spain, and that
on the 16th of January & Council of Ministers
determined to punish sundry refractory poli-
ticiang, and, accordingly, the following Generals
were subjeoted to & decree -of exile: Manuel
Concha to the Canaries; Jose Concha (late
Captain General of Cuba) to Majorea; O'Don-
nell (also an ex-Captain General of Cubs) to
the Canaries ; Infante to Iviea ; and Armero to
Leon ; and the whole lot had to decamp next
day; apd that, besides thess, sixty of the Par-
lismentary opposition are to be exiled, and
some journalists also will be packed off ; and
that the following deorees are resolved upon—
suppression of the Senate;  suppression of the
Royal Council; Constitational Reform, of course
in the sense of absolutism ; assembling of the
Cortes; and changes in tho tariff are spoken

of. _
FOREIGN CORRESPONDENCE OF THE ERA.

Loxnow, Jan. 24, 1854.
To the Editor of the National Era :

Upon the strange ramor of which we deem-
ed it consistent with our duty, as faithful cor-
respondents, to furnish gou with an early no-
tice, our conservative and liberal j have
since busied themselves; but it ia only within
the last three days that the Times Chroni-
cle (Ministerial papers) have even glanced at
the subjeot, and, on Wednesday and Thuraday,
written what is known by the name of ‘‘lead-
ing articles” upon it. Till Parliament meets,
there is no likelihood of an eclaircissement.
Prince Albert has not been sent to the Tower,
a4 credited over half the country; nor has any
substantial accusation been ht against
him on responsible authority. But is it all in-
vention—a mere clamsy device of the enemy
agsinst & Prinoe who, up to the moment, ap-
peared to have no enemy, and, on thamﬁ

from all

to have ed golden opinions
of men? This seems im; le; and we
should not have ven to anticipate the

forthooming storm, even by a hint to your
for which you are held answerable,
had we nos had apparently good reasons for
our statement. [t may turn out that an indis-
oreet letter (such as we have intimated) has
led to all this injurious turmoil, (for, however
it the ie impression will be injuri-
ous,) and that neither Queen, Prinoe, forei
Sovereign, or Minister, are compromised with
our eontinental relations. At the writing here-
of we should be guilty of imprudence, and per-
h‘F of error, were we to say more.
he alleged interforence with the business
aod patronsge of the Horse Guards is a gen-
eral talk, on which, as civilians, we give no

With regard to the Cabinct, which certain
ticians belieyed woald not meet the Parlia.
ment en masse, it is now thought they will ; and

this very assault upon the fair fame of Prince
Albert almost o t obligation
upon e individaal member to do so. For,
whoever did not, would be set down by the

Court as a foe to the Quesn and her consort,
the popular voice, as countenancing the
nllmw. Thus, whether the late
it must hold over this

co-oper

Russis, The Frenchman doubted, and
put it to this public test. It was for no
other reason that dooument in the
Honflnr. It was to screw
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: aaid the text was most intoly
mhﬁn‘u Fullows : “Thmlh

From the Now York Evening Post.
OPINIONS OF THE NEWSPAFER PRESS.

A momber of Congress at Washington inno-
cently observed, the other day, thas on the Ne-
bill he had no opinion of his own, but
would vote s his constituents prescribe.
“His constituents,” says the National Era,
ey gl vl o
not yes con g
h%aﬁllud Mr. Douvglas.” i =
t point, we mem
hmpaﬁym the measure is
broaght to s vote, if Mr. and his
low conspirators can bo from hurry-
ing it through the two Houses before the peo-
are aware of wlnﬂl';'qrm doing,
“abeﬂ)raul&hem sconsin, published
at Milwaukes, no of the slave
quertion, and @ decided the Ad-
ministration. [t condemns the Nebrasko fraud
in emphatic terms. We oopy its remarks en-

tire:

“ Attempled Repeal of the Missouri Compro-
mise. — Three-and-thirty years ago, aiter an
agitation and an excitement which came near
severing the American Union, the Misiouri
Com ise was und it is well known,
too, mm votes. one of the consider-
ations of that Compromise, Missouri was ad-
mitted into the Union s & slavé State, snd in
all the territory north of 36 deg. 30 min. Sla-
very waa ‘forever prohibited” That Compro-
mise has grown stronger and stronger in the
affections of the people, until now, after the
lapse of thirty yesrs, it was i almost
as sacred a8 the Constitution iteelf; and yet, at
thhhm, an effort is being made for its re-
peal. Compromise has been solemnly
sanotioned by seven successive Presidents, Mon-
roﬁ Adaws, Jackson, Van Buren, Tyler, Polk,
and Fillmore, and fourteen Confrum o
trath, it was considered as decisively settled as
any human enactment could be.

“Now, is it not manifest that the effort to
rip up and violate this solemn Compromise will
croate & dangerous agitation?. It is a most
unwise movement ; for 1t will stir up all the old
Slavery fires which it was supposed were set-
tled forever. Bat if compacts are to be broken,
after one party has obtained the considerntion
therefor, what faith can the sound and the

patriotic re in any com or any law ?

“Batup&:i:mvz nmw bilhet,
we do not doubt that the freemen of tho West
will show themselves worthy of their past his-
2?;1; and, :; they live in soon:mwhinh in

oping the greatest power an groatest
happiness to the e under Jefferson’s fa-
vorite Ordinance of 1787, they will not readily
gi:l:totha repeal of a dompromiuwhiah has

regarded as soarcely less saored than the
immortal Oedinance of 1787.”

The joornal from which we have qooted ex
presses in these words an opinion of the bill
which is universal in Wisconsin, In a short
time, we shall hear from the German populs-
tion of that State, whose hostility to the bill is

Afier the
in type, we received the Wisconsin
a German newspaper pablished st Manitowoo,
in the State of Wisconsin. In this sheet, bear-
ing date January ilﬁ“ﬂndlbmﬂf' but sig-
nificant article on Mr. Douglas’s bill,
we here lay before our readers in a transla-

?

very, shall not be to
Nebraska, but that the question of the intro
duction or non-introduction of Slavery shall be

ommend himsalf by this bill to slaveholders ;
and, although himself from the free State of
Illinois. he owns, through his wiﬁ,rudom
and slaves in Louisiana. Henoe seal

the Baltimore platform, which forbids all and
:;!{bnlﬁimiw of the Slavery question, sinoe

must excite the most violent sgitation
in the prees throughout the country 1"
——i———

A CarrL—~We quote the fullowing from the
Chester (Pennsylvania) Republican, Feb. 10:

" {?{ ,:::a ”mof m.-w. understand that
a publio without
distinotion, wh?m o~ to the -ou::{
now being made in Congress to oreate new
slave Terny north of the Missouri Compro-
mise line, wi : , in
this anﬂ, on Saturday evening, the 18th
inst. The introduotion of chattel Slavery into
Nebrasks is one of the great questions of the
duy, and it behooves the froe citigens of this

£
EE&EsEe

From the same paper we quote the follow.
ing:

“ Senalor .= Ramor says that Mr,
Cooper, United States Senator from this State,
will yote for Douglas’s bill to extend Slavery
into Nebrasks. Can this be true? Mr. Cooper
votad for the Compromise Mossures of 1850, na
he declared at that time, to quiet agitation. In
doiog a9, he alienated thousands of devoted
and sttached friends. Will he go still further,
and vote for the infamous measare now before
tho Sennte, and open anew the agitation he
then so much ! We for the
honor of Pennsylvania and the r of
horSemmlaM be will bo governed by the
sentiments of his constituents on this su b

- S—

onn-
be fined
A .b.‘ulg. If the
t
to ulﬂlﬂnolm?y:-ld,
untal the i-r'numl shall ba equal to oce
day for every fifty cents of said fine.
A man from the country went into a New
fashionable church on Sunday, snd
found t&::e mpa: pewa that oush-
ions in y and & invalid tried
find & comfortable seat.  The coun-

:

the

foregoing part of this article was | ;
- in Demok tion to repeal the Miseouri
ol pat mmm_‘m inoaunlki:_n

(7™ “When shall we be favored
continustion of Herbert's Romance? &
o o o s’

We comménced this story, by Heory W.
Herbert, some months ago. The chapters were
farnished with tolerable regularity till the
close of last year, when they were interrupted;
and we heard nothing more from the author
till & week sgo, when he sent us another ohap-
ter, socompanied with & note, stating that he
bad been suffering very severely from a dis-
tracting nouralgia in thohead. ‘We have con-
cluded not to resume the publication till “we
can have enough of the story in hand to insure
us against any more breaks in it. Mr. Herbert,
we are sqrry to say, Las subjected us and our
readers to much vexation,

THE NEBRASKA BILYL IN THE PENNSYLVANIA
LEGISLATURE.

In the Senate, on the 8th instant, Mr. Kim-
ball, of Dauphin county, submitted the follow-
ing preamble and resolutions:

Whereas efforts are now beihg made to ef-
feob the passage of an act of to or-
gonize the Territory of Nebrasksa, with the pro-
visions allowing the existence of involuntary
:lr;imde north of .36 degrees 80 minutes;

Wb{lcu,fig the judgnient of the Genoral
Assembly of Pennsylvanin, the of such
e o

on of the Missouri Compromise, appro
Mareh 6, 1820 : Therefore,

Resolved, That the General Assembly of
Pennsylvanis cmut‘i{ nnd solemnly protests
against the repeal of that section of the act of
Conﬁtnl for the admission of Missouri into
the Union us & State, whioh prohibits involun-
tarianrﬁtuda north of 36 deg. 30 min.

esolved, That the Governor be requested to

transmit a of the ing resolution to
Emh of our Senators and Representatives in
on

Mr. Darsie, of Alleghany, moved to go into
the consideration of the resolution forthwith,

The yess and nays, being demanded, were
taken—yeas 16, naye 14. There not being
two-thirds in favor of the motion to consider
tho resolve now, it was lost.

From the Raleigh (N. C)) Register.

We hiave heretofore ssid that the opifiion is
entertained that Slavery will not exist in Ne-

expressed by Senator Douglas himself, in his
ﬁehh%&nm,ukw‘d‘ayu sinee. Taking

at his word, he expeots to make a free
State of Nebraska, after all; and ethehoml
to ingratiate himself with the H,unth by his
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mmm-mxm is 8o far com
to allow the cars to run to Obispo, nineteen
j and the transit of the




